Dr. Robertson said that as a physician he had not intended to intervene in the discussion, but he felt constrained to enter his dissent from some remarks which had been made on one point. It had been said that there was no use in examining the heart. To that he demurred.
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He did not dispute that there were diseased conditions of the heart which might be no bar to the administration of chloroform. A number of years ago, when he used to operate, he gave chloroform in a case in which the patient took the anaesthetic well. The man died from other causes, and his heart was found studded with vegetations on the mitral valve. But though he held o o that in some valvular diseases of the heart there might be little risk, he believed that in others the risk was great. In cases in which there was aortic regurgitation, and also if there were disease in the wall of the heart, chloroform might do injury, the action of chloroform being to depress the heart's action; and if, as happened in aortic disease, the action of the organ was already slow, it might cease altogether. In disease of the wall of the heart it seemed to him attended with much risk to give chloroform ; ether would probably be safer, though there would be special risks from over-stimulation.
